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tiff that the defendant had been married before, but that he had been 
divorced.' 

"The court held that: 'She had a right to presume that the di- 
vorce was granted prior to her marriage, for she was told by her 
husband that her marriage with him was legal.' 

Upon the main question the court" said: 

'It is error to assume that the cause of action for these wrongs 
accrued at the time of the marriage. The representations of the 
defendant were continuous. He perpetrated a most gross, willful 
and deliberate fraud upon the plaintiff not only by his statements 
that he had made prior to his marriage, but by the act of marriage 
itself, and his continuing to live with the plaintiff as her husband 
for a generation. . It was a continuing fraud. He made these fraudu- 
lent and deceitful representations at the time the contract was ne- 
gotiated, at the time the marriage was solemnized and consummated, 
and he continued by his conduct to make them daily from the rising 
of the sun until the going down of the same.' " 

It is pointed out in the opinion that there is a statutory provision 
of the State of Washington "to the effect that one who has been de- 
frauded may bring an action after the fraud is discovered." Even 
without such an express enactment, however, it would seem that the 
general rule above quoted from Wood on Limitations ought to apply 
to a case of this character. 



Libel and Slander — Publication — Dictation to Stenographer. — It 

was formerly held that the dictation of a letter to a stenographer by 
an officer of a corporation in whose employ the stenographer was, con- 
stituted a publication of the letter, but the present rule is that where 
such dictation is done in the course of business it is not a publica- 
tion. The case of Cartwright Caps Company v. Fichel, reported in 
113 Miss. 359, 74 South 274, lays down the rule that now obtains gen- 
erally. The court in that case said: "The appellant in this case is 
a corporation, and, of course, can act only through agents, and the 
acts of both the president and the stenographer to whom the letter 
was dictated are the acts of the corporation. In our opinion, under 
the present conditions, the dictation of a letter to a stenographer, 
when employed by a person or corporation as a stenographer in the 
business, is not a sufficient publication, in the absence of any repe- 
tition by the person or stenographer to other persons." The deci- 
sion is also reported in Ann. Cases, 1917E, 985, where a note collects 
the authorities and discusses the rule. 



